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istration of criniinal justice, where the
Court is called to hold the scale of justice
impartially between the State and the ac-
cused; or, wlat is sometimes more difficuit,
between the government or diff'erent factions
or parties, for the time holding the adîninis-
trative functions of government, and the
people at large. And thiis dificulty is
greatiy enhancect where offences againet the
government are concerned; especially in
monarchical governments or states ; and
more so as those monarchies partake more
of the absolute or despotic character. It
mayn then, well be supposed, that where the
judge holds office at the mere ivili of the
Sovereign, and is hlile at any moment,
upon the slightest occasion, or none at ail,
to be reinoved in disgrace, and thus have
both the source of present support and future
acquisition renioved, ini such cases it inav
wvell be supposed that the julge will almost
necessarilv merely echo the will or the desire
('f the Sovereign, and that justice will be
very littie regarded. Ilenco, very little fair-
ness or purity is expected in cotintries under
despotic rule, früm the -administration cf
justice, where the will of the Sovereign i8
placed in the scale agrainst the rights, either
of individuals or of the people at large. Tbis

ia propositicn so, obviouq, as to meet no
general denial or question. If any case oc-
curs where fairness and flrmness are exhibit-
ed in the courts of such a country, in oppo-
sition to the influence or the interests cf the
Sovereign it wili be the more admired and
praised, but none the less regardod as ex-
ceptional, and not to Le counted upon in
the general estimate of ccnsequencos and
resuits.

Now, this spirit, it must Lo remembered,
18 Dot peculiar te dcspotic governments, for
it i8 natural, and almost necessary, that ail
governments and all partie *s having for the
time the possession cf administrative fanc-
tion@, ehouid desire te have the courts favor-
ably inclined towards themselves. And
this being so, ail governments and all gevern-
ing parties will study te make and te kcep
the judicial administration favorable te their
own views, and will censequently endeaver
te, frown down or put down ail opposing

views in the courts. This will be done, in
diffèrent countries and at different times in
ways differing materially fromn each other;
but in aIl cases with the same purpose cf
controlling and thus virtually corrupting the
purity and independence of the judicial ad-
ministration. And s0 far as we have oh-
served, this is none the iess truc in republica
than in monarchies. IL is a thing to be,
expccted everywherc alike. And it is net
a thing which one can fairly consider as
within certaiu reasonable limits. If we con-
code the sane, good faith te others which we
ail dlaim for ourselves, we must cxpect
goverilments and parties, who boliove in the
soundness or the wisdom cf their ewn poli-
cies, te lahor te place themselves and their
frienda, and the doctrines and constructions
for wlîich they contond, upon the high van-
tage-ground of universal, recognition and
acceptance. To expect anything less would
Lo te impeach cithor the gocd faih, the
courage, or the zeal of the parties con-
cerned.

Thus, it will occur in more despotie,
governments, as for centuries i the histor 'v
of the British monarchy, and evon at the
present timne in many European states,
whose govornmonts are, upon the wvhole,
isely and beneficially adiministored, that

the judges will ho removed or removablo at
the more arbitrary will of the kSovereign.
And equally, in such gevernments, the
Sovereigns-as did the British monarcbs,
until the accession of William and Mary,
after the iRevolution cf 1688-wilI dlaimi
and exorcise/'at will, tho power te, su-pend
tice operation cf any law, written or un-
written, se long as te theni shail seern for
the interest cf the state. Those are tho
usual prorogatives cf arbitrary and despotie,
empires, without which they would cease te
ho such.

Now, it mnust ho reinembered that these
defeots in governmental, and especially judi-
cial, administ-ators, are not peculiar te
despotie empires or states, and certainly
not confined te governments cf any particu-
lar organization. The short experience cf
our cwn happy and ?prosperous country,
whose gcvernment is free and popular, be-
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